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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 3, 5 and 13-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

3. Claim 3 recites the limitation "the secure connection". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

4. Claims 5 and 1 3 recite the limitation "the voice-over-Internet Protocol call". 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

5. Claim 13-15 recites the limitation "the system". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. Examiner assumes these claims should be directed 
to "the method" of the previous claims for purpose of examination. Appropriate 
correction is required. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

7. Claims 1-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Watson 
(US 2003/0227903). 

8. As per claim 1 , Watson is directed to a system for traversing a network address 
translation/firewall device, having a public side and a private side, with network traffic, 
the network traffic passing between a device on the private side and a device on the 
public side; the system comprising: a network processing system on the public side of 
the network address translation/firewall device (router), the network processing system 
operable to anchor network traffic to and from the private side of the network address 
translation/firewall device [See 0033-0035]; and a traversal client (PPG) on the private 
side of the network address translation/firewall device having a connection with the 
network processing system, wherein the traversal client is operable to pass packets 
through the network address translation/firewall device in order to create allocations in 
the network address translation/firewall device to allow the network traffic to pass 
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between the private side device and the public side device, and wherein the traversal 
client does not reside in the path of the traffic between the private side device and the 
public side device [See 0031-0032, 0050, 0072-0074 and Fig.1]. 

9. As per claim 2, Watson is applied as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . Watson 
further teaches that the anchoring by the network processing system is accomplished 
by substituting the address associated with the private side device with an address 

assigned to the network processing system [See 0033-0035]. 

i 

10. As per claim 3, Watson is applied as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . Watson 
further teaches that the packets sent by the traversal client through the network address 
translation/firewall to create allocations in the network address translation/firewall device 
are formed in the network processing system and sent to the traversal client over the 
secure connection [See 0052 and 0072]. 

11. As per claim 4, Watson is applied as stated in the rejection of claim 1 . Watson 
further teaches that the network traffic is a voice-over-Internet Protocol session [See 
0028 and 0031]. 

12. As per claim 5, Watson is applied as stated in the rejection of claim 4. Watson 
further teaches that the voice-over-Internet Protocol call uses SIP messaging [See 
0028]. 
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13. As per claim 6, Watson is applied as stated in the rejection of claim 4. Watson 
further teaches that the voice-over-Internet-Protocol session includes signaling traffic 
(call setup) separate from the bearer traffic, and wherein the signaling traffic from the 
public side device is transmitted to the private side device using the traversal client and 
the secure connection [See 0031 and 0076]. 

14. As per claim 7, Watson is applied as stated in the rejection of claim 4. Watson 
further teaches that the private side device must register with a registrar on the public 
side of the network address translation/firewall device in order to receive voice-over- 
Internet-Protocol calls [See 0069]. 

15. Claims 8-15 are directed to "method" claims analogous to "system" claims 1-7. 
Claims 8-15 are rejected based on the same rationale as the rejection of claims 1-7. 

Conclusion 

16. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Fangman et al. (US 7,068,657) is directed to a system for 
routing IP packets in an IP telephony environment. Schwartz (US 2002/0199114) is 
directed to a firewall traversal method. Montenegro (US 6,233,688) is directed to 
remote firewall traversal. Naudus (US 6,202,081) is directed to a firewall traversal 
protocol. Bradd et al. (US 2003/01 18002) is directed to a method for setting up an IP 
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Telephony connection between networks. Young et al. (US 2003/0033418) is directed 
to configuration of a VoIP network gateway device. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Michael A. Cervone whose telephone number is 571- 
272-3712. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ayaz Sheikh can be reached on 571-272-3795. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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